
THE REFERENDUM ON THE USE OF ALCOHOL IN THE
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE

(Continued from page 57)

On December 24, The Journal published the results of the referendum on the use of alcohol in the prac¬
tice of medicine in Illinois and Indiana. On December 31 appeared the reports on Idaho, Kansas, Maine,
Mississippi, Nebraska and Rhode Island. Last week results were given for eleven states, viz. : Arizona, Colo¬
rado, Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Iowa, Michigan, Montana, North Dakota, Ohio and Pennsylvania. This
week results are given for fourteen states, viz. : Alabama, Arkansas, California, Florida, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maryland, Minnesota, Missouri, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Mexico, New York and Wisconsin, and
the District of Columbia. Under "Comments," in each state, are printed selections from some of the replies ;
lack of space prevents giving more than a few of these comments.

ALABAMA
The prohibition law in Alabama became effective, July 1,

1915. Physicians are permitted to prescribe pure alcohol
only, not to exceed one-half pint on a single prescription.
Permits are issued by the judge of the county probate court.
Prescriptions must contain the name and address of the
physician and the patient, the date, the number of like pre¬
scriptions written for the same patient during the last year,

"the disease from which the patient is suffering, the dose and

RESULTS IN ALABAMA

ALABAMA
Number of physicians.
Questionnaires sent.Questionnaires returned.
Percentage of returns.General practitioners.Surgeons.Specialists.'.
Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practiceoí medicine?
Yes.
No.

Po you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent Id the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practiceof medioine?
Yes.
No.

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which un«>'eessary suf¬
fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes.
No.

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquors
in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times ^advisable.Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Po you hold a federal permit?
Yes.
No.

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in three
months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Tee (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 50 prescriptions.
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.
Total.No restriction.

In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing
whisky, beer and wine?
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the method of administration. Such prescriptions may be
issued only after an actual physical examination. A copy of
each prescription signed by the physician must be filed with
the probate judge, who will deliver them to the next grand
jury for examination.

Questionnaires were sent to 768 physicians in Alabama,
and 431, or 56 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Birmingham, yes, 13; no, 38; Mobile, yes,

13; no, 6. Total for the cities, yes, 26; no, 44; for the rural
districts, yes, 135; no, 222; for the state, yes, 161; no, 266.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Birmingham, yes, 10; no, 40; Mobile, yes, 7;
no, 12. Total for the cities, yes, 17; no, 52; for the rural
districts, yes, 85; no, 269; for the state, yes' 102; no, 321.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Birmingham, yes, 6; no, 44; Mobile, yes, 9;
no, 8. Total for the cities, yes, 15; no, 52; for the rural
districts, yes, 83; no, 265; for the state, yes, 98; no, 317.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unnec¬
essary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibition
laws, the replies were: yes, 95; no, 317.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
98 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 245 had
not found it advisable ; 46 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 267 had not; 40 had found it advisable to prescribe
wine, and 272 had not found it advisable.
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To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the
replies were: yes, 23; no, 152.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
265 stated that they should be restricted, and 143 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 77 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit; 97 stated that the number
should be limited to absolutely none; 29 considered from 1
to 50 prescriptions in three months sufficient; 58 considered
from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and 4 physicians considered 100
insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 271; no, 135.

COMMENTS
Domestic wine, national formulary preparations, and grain alcohol

within certain reasonable limits should be allowed as vehicles; restric¬
tions in dose by dose of drug dissolved therein to half an ounce; admin¬
istrative procedure as in Harrison Narcotic Law.—Russell County.

If it were possible to enforce prohibition the many advantages to be
gained would be incalculable. As it is, prohibition in this state is a
farce, and people are drinking any sort of a concoction they can get.—
Tttscaloosa County.

Prescribing alcoholics should be so restricted that a breach of the
spirit of the law should be punishable as a crime. Over the entire South,the abolition of open saloons has made this country a more decent
place in which to live. It has also fed hungry children, and brightened
the hearts of many homes. Abolishing the saloons has made debt-paying
men and regular laborers.—Gadsden,

Alabama has the tightest law in the Union; we can't even purchasealcohol for use in the laboratory. Personally, I believe whisky should
be kept in the drug stores so that any physician could prescribe it if
he desired to do so; but, on account of the unscrupulous doctors who
prescribe it as a beverage, I think it better not to have it at all, as the
Alabama doctors offer sufficient proof that whisky is not necessary in the
practice of medicine.—Anniston.

ARKANSAS
Prohibition in Arkansas became effective, Jan. 1, 1915. A

more stringent law was passed in January of the following
year. Physicians may prescribe alcohol only to the patients
under his charge. Before issuing any prescriptions, physi¬
cians must file with the county clerk an affidavit certifying
that they will not prescribe or furnish any alcohol to any
one except for the necessary treatment of disease, as a
medicine.

Questionnaires were sent to 640 physicians in Arkansas,
and 348, or 54 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Little Rock, yes,,19; no, 20; for the rural
districts, yes, 131; no, 176; for the state, yes, 150; no, 196.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Little Rock, yes, 11; no, 27; for the rural
districts, yes, 62 ; no, 241 ; for the state, yes, 73 ; no, 268.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Little Rock, yes, 12; no, 25; total for the
rural districts, yes, 79; no, 227; for the state, yes. 91;
no, 252.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unnec¬
essary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibition
laws, the replies were: yes, 87; no, 247.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
89 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 124 had
not found it advisable ; 30 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 147 had not found it advisable ; 43 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 138 had not found it advis¬
able.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the
replies were: yes, 33; no, 159.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
212 stated that they should be restricted, and 118 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 70 answered yes, but did
not specify a limit; 70 stated that the number should be
limited to absolutely none; 33 considered from 1 to 50 pre¬
scriptions in three months sufficient; 34 considered from 51
to 100 satisfactory, and 5 physicians considered 100 insuf¬
ficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 241; no, 101.

COMMENTS
Prohibition is surely a farce. Our government should manufacture

and sell liquors under a law similar to that of Sweden, who tried total
prohibition three times with three failures.—Hot Springs.

I do not believe that an ethical doctor should be limited to any certain
number of prescriptions that can be used in a given length of time, hut
should have the privilege of prescribing it as he would any other valu¬
able and potent agent in the treatment of diseases. There would be
some doctors that would abuse this privilege. There might be occasion
for only one prescription in ninety days; but if the doctor's practic-included sufficient patients, he might need many times this number.—
Lake Village.

The illegitimate prescribing of liquors should he restricted as is nar¬
cotics. The legitimate use of liquors in disease is surely unquestionable.
—Little Rock.

RESULTS IN ARKANSAS

Little
ARKANSAS Rock Rural Total

Number of physicians. 205 2.245 2,450Questionnaires sent'. 78 562 640Questionnaires returned. 39 309 348
Percentage of returns. 50 55 54General practitioners. 28 281 319Surgeons. 3 9 12Specialist». 8 « 17Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agentin the practice of medicine?

Yes. 19 131 150No. 20 176 istiDo you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agentin the practice of medicine?Yes. 11 62 73No. 27 241 268Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agentin the practice of medicine?'
Yes. 12 79 91No. 26 227 252Have instances occurred in your own practice inwhich unnecessary suffering or death has resultedfrom the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes. 11 7« f?No. 27 220 247How many times have you found it advisable to

prescribe these liquors in a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating times

advisable. 5 84 89Number of physicians stating no times
advisable. 8 11« 124

Beer: Number of physicians stating times ad¬
visable. 30 30Number of physicians stating no times
advisable. 11 13« 147

Wine: Number of physicians stating times ad¬visable. 4 39 43Number of physicians stating no times
advisable. 8 130 138

Do you hold a federal permit?Yes. 2 31 33No. 15 144 159The present regulations limit the number of prescrip¬tions to 100 in three months. In your opinion,should there be any limit to the number of pre-icriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician maywrite?
Yes (limit not specified). 4 60 TORestricted absolutely. 10 60 701 to 50 prescriptions. 3 30 3351 to 100 prescriptions. 2 32 34More than 100 prescriptions. 2 3 5Total. 21 191 212No restriction. 12 10« 118In your opinion, should physicians be restricted inprescribing whisky, beer and wine?Yes. 30 211 241No.:. 13 88 101

CALIFORNIA
Part of California has been under local prohibition 'for

many years. Federal prohibition became effective, July 1,1919. The legislature, in 1919, adopted an enforcement code,which is at present inoperative pending a referendum votethis year. In local option territory, physicians may prescribe
alcoholic liquor to patients actually in need of it as amedicine.

Questionnaires were sent to 2,561 physicians in California,and 1,514, or 59 per cent., were returned.
To the question "Do you regard whisky as a necessarytherapeutic agent in the practice of medicine?" the replies

were: yes, 749; no, 756, thus distributed: Los Angeles, yes,188; no, 131; San Francisco, yes, 149; no, 90; Oakland, yes,26; no, 42; San Diego, yes, 16; no, 19; Long Beach, yes, 12;
no, 23; Sacramento, yes, 16; no, 8; Berkeley, yes, 11; no, 20;towns less than 50,000 and rural : yes, 331 ; no, 423.

To the question "Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent?" the replies were: yes, 365; no, 1,125. The
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total replies from cities of 50,000 or more were : yes, 223 ;
no, 522. The replies from the rest of the state were : yes,
142; no, 603.

To the question "Do you regard wine as a necessary thera¬
peutic agent?" the replies were: yes, 569; no, 920, thus dis¬
tributed: cities of 50,000 or more: yes, 334; no, 406; remainder
of the state: yes, 235; no, 514.

The question "Have instances occurred in your own prac¬
tice in which unnecessary suffering or death has resulted
from the enforcement of prohibition laws?" was answered:
yes, 291 ; no, 1,158.

The number of physicians who reported that they had found
it advisable to prescribe liquor was: whisky, 668 advisable;

RESULTS IN CALIFORNIA

San
Los Fran- Oak-

CALIFORNrA Angeles cisco land
Number ot physicians. 1,585 1,312 353
Questionnaires sent.,.. 557 469 127
Questionnaires returned. 320 240 68
Percentage of returns. 57 51 54

General practitioners. 216 152 50
Surgeons. 52 47 10
Specialists. 62 41 8

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?

Yes . 188 149 28
No.'..V.. 131 90 42

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Tes. 101 82 13
No.'.. 219 153 54

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes. 148 120 24
No. 169 116 42

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary suf¬
fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes. 75 57 4
No. 231 164 59

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquors
in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.. 151 147 29
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 112 55 30

Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 38 34 5
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 171 132 44

Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.. 108 85 16
Number of physicians stating.no times advisable. 134 95 38

Do you hold a federal permit?
Yes. 148 157 31
No. 124 46 30

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in three
months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified). 39 36 8
Restricted absolutely. 21 9 10
1 to 50 prescriptions. 33 18 9
51 to 100 prescriptions. 84 64 18
More than 100 prescriptions. 5 4 3
Total. 182 131 48

No restriction. 127 102 17
In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing

whisky, beer and wine?
Yes. 180 119 42
No. 127 108 19

San Long Sacra- Berke- Total Grand
Diego Beach mento ley Cities Rural Total
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637 not advisable. Beer, 160 advisable ; 992 not advisable.
Wine, 415 advisable ; 812 not advisable.

To the question, "Do you hold a federal permit?" the
replies were: yes, 662; no, 636.

To the question whether there should be any limit to the
number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors that a physician
should write, 885 replied that there should be, and 559, that
there should not. There were 240 who failed to specify the
limit; 146 would restrict prescribing absolutely; 153 would
limit prescriptions to from 1 to 50 in three months ; 320 placed
the limit at from 51 to 100 in three months, and 26 placed the
limit above 100 in that time.

Opinions on the question whether physicians should be
restricted in prescribing alcoholic liquors showed 875 for
restrictions and 560 against restrictions.

COMMENTS
I do not believe in alcohol as an aid in medicine or surgery. I am

not in favor of prohibition as it now stands and would like to see the
bars down for beer and wine,—Berkeley.

Prohibition has taken the patriotism out of the majority of American
citizens. Nearly every day a boat will come into this harbor with
hundreds of bottles of whisky from Mexico or Canada.—Long Beacit.

I think we would do better to go back to the line that we were on—
license restriction, education and self-control.—Los Angeles.

All physicians should absolutely refuse to prescribe liquors on govern¬
ment blanks and refuse to be government bartenders. In that way the
people would soon demand a change in the law.—Los Angeles.

It is needless to refer educated, liberal and broad-minded men to an
abundance of literature, both sacred and profane, as to the value of the
proper use of wine and other alcoholic liquors. To refer the ignorant,
arrogant and narrow-minded modern reformer to any authorities would
be to cast pearls before swine.—Sacramento.

Just have a little more interference with reputable physicians in the
practice of their profession and no reputable person will practice medi¬
cine. Your questionnaire fills me with indignation.—San Francisco.

Although every physician knows that alcohol internally is not a cure
for any disease, we all know that .certain cases, such as debilitated
states from exhausting disease or ravages of increasing age, are aided
materially in convalescence, or that the last days of these patients are
prolonged or made happier through the use of alcohol.—San Francisco.

I am not in favor of the present prohibition law, or the way in which
it is enforced. I believe light wines and beers should be permitted,
and that the burden of their use should not be placed   the shoulders
of physicians. Even beverages of higher alcoholic cont?nt might be sold
under government supervision, as is done at British Columbia.—San
Frau cisco.

In my state any man who wishes can buy whisky at any time, the
amount he can purchase being limited only by the size of his pocketbook.
The only one who seems to feel the rstrictions of the law is the physi¬cian who wishes to prescribe for his patients and who is without a permit
to do so.—Placer County.

I have never found occasion to prescribe alcohol, but I am opposed to
the government telling the medical profession what drugs it can use.—
Riverside County.

Have never written a prescription for whisky, beer or wine since the
prohibition law went into effect, and furthermore, I never will while
prohibition 'is effective. I have, however, advised the use of these as
therapeutic agents in several instances, but put it up to the patient or
his friends to get it the best way they could.—Sacramento County.

I prescribed whisky this year for a fine old man, 84 years of age,
with inoperable sarcoma of the face.  told him that he could have
anything that would ease him over his death bed, either morphin or
whisky» and he used about 2 grains daily of the former and 2 ounces
daily of the latter until he died. I am glad he appreciated it. I am a

prohibitionist.—Siskiyolt County.
 am not a prohibitionist, but I have not found it necessary to pre¬

scribe alcoholic liquors in the practice of medicine.—Yuba County.
Government depots should be established for the dispensing of all

alcoholic liquors to the public.—Plumas County.
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
The District of Columbia is, of course, under federal juris¬

diction. War-time prohibition went into effect, Nov. 1, 1917.
The Volstead Act is now in force. Alcoholic liquor may be
prescribed by a legally qualified physician on a prescription
containing a statement that the disease of the patient requires
such prescription.

Questionnaires were sent to 444 physicians in the District
of Columbia, and 232, or 52 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: yes, 149; no, 83.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was : yes, 83 ; no, 145.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: yes, 106; no, 119.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬

sary suffering or death from the enforcement of the prohibi¬
tion laws, the replies were: yes, 49; no, 170.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
101 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 51 had not
found it advisable; 20 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 86 had not found it advisable ; 66 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 66 had not found it advisable.

RESULTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Number of physicians.1,589
Questionnaires sent. 444
Questionnaires returned. 232
Percentage of returns. 52

General practitioners. 187
Surgeons. 17
Specialists. 28

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the
practice of medicine?
Yes. 149
No. 83

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the
practice of medicine?
Yes. 83
No.145

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent In the
practice of medicine?
Yes. 106
No.:. 119

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary
suffering or death has resulted from the enforcement of pro¬
hibition laws?
Yes. 49
No.170

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these
liquors in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 101
Number of phvs'cfans stating no times advisable.. 51

Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 20
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 86

Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 66
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 60

Do you hold a federal permit?
Yes. 103
No. 93

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in
three months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to
the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician
may write?

Yes (limit not specified). 49
Restricted absolutely. 6
1 to 50 prescriptions. 5
51 to 100 prescriptions. 33
More than 100 prescriptions. 4

Total. 97
No restriction. 120

In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing
whisky, beer and wine?
Yes. 106
No. 113

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were : yes, 103 ; no, 93.

On the question whether physicians should be restricted
in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors, 97 stated
that they should be restricted, and 120 did not believe such
restrictions necessary ; 49 answered yes, but did not specify
a limit ; 6 stated that the number should be restricted to
absolutely none ; 5 considered that from 1 to 50 prescrip¬
tions in three months would be sufficient; 33 considered from
51 to 100 satisfactory, and 4 physicians considered 100 insuf¬
ficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restriced in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 106; no, 113.

COMMENTS
The.conscientious, self-respecting and law-abiding physician (and the

vast majority of American physicians are in this class) should not be
restricted, but there should be some way to prevent those in the other
class from being or becoming mere bartenders or agents for liquor
makers and dealers or the unfortunates who feel that they must have
liquor without limitation.— Washington.

It is not possible to insure all but 100 patients against the need of
whisky. If the "remedy" is necessary, it would be cruel to keep
Patient 101 waiting until the fourth month because of shortage of
prescription blanks. In my opinion, physicians have at command medi¬
cinal substances superior for medical purposes to whisky, wine and
beer.—Washington.

I have a very decided conviction that the prescribing of beer, wines
and whisky leads to such inevitable abuses as to be wholly undesirable.
On the other hand, when a physician conscientiously believes in the
value of these bodies for medicinal purposes I do not think he should be
prohibited by law from having access to them.— Washington.

I wrote three prescriptions for whisky, one for an operative case and
two for an old patient 83 years of age and an asthmatic. Then I let
my permit lapse and do not intend to renew it. I do not think that a
limit should be placed on a physician's right to prescribe. Honest phy¬
sicians will not abuse the right, and means can be devised to reach the
dishonest ones.—Washington.

FLORIDA
The state prohibition law went into force, Jan. 1, 1919.

Prior to that time a large part of the state had been under
local option. The present law permits legally qualified physi¬
cians to prescribe not more than 8 ounces of pure alcohol z.t
one time, but only for patients who have been actually exam¬
ined by the physicians or of whose condition the physician
has professional knowledge. Such prescriptions must be
filled within two days. They cannot be refilled, nor can any
one person have more than one such prescription filled in
one day.

Questionnaires were sent to 464 physicians in Florida, and
272, or 59 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Jacksonville, yes, 23; no, 15; Tampa, yes, 6;
no, 6. Total for the cities, yes, 29; no, 21 ; for the rural dis¬
tricts, yes, 103; no, 117; for the state, yes, 132; no, 139.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Jacksonville, yes, 18; no, 21; Tampa, yes, 4;
no, 8. Total for the cities, yes, 22; no, 29; for the rural
districts, yes, 50; no, 163; for the state, yes, 72; no, 192.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Jacksonville, yes, 17; no, 21; Tampa, yes, 3;
no, 8. Total for the cities, yes, 20; no, 29; for the rural
districts, yes, 64; no, 151; for the state, yes, 84; no, 180.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
witnessed unnecessary suffering or death from enforcement
of the prohibition laws, the replies were : yes, 57, no, 197.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
84 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 120 had
not found it advisable; 33 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 143 had not found it advisable ; 34 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 138 had not found it
advisable.

In Florida, 27 physicians of those replying held federal per¬
mits, and 112 did not hold federal permits.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
148 stated that they should be restricted, and 109 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 61 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit ; 33 stated that the number
should be limited to absolutely none; 20 considered from 1 to
50 prescriptions in three months sufficient ; 28 physicians con¬
sidered from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and 6 physicians con¬
sidered 100 insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 165; no, 94.

COMMENTS
The enforcement of the prohibition law is a perfect farce in Florida.

All the doctors in the state would not prescribe as much whisky or
wine in twelve months in the legitimate practice of medicine as is sold
and used by the "four hundred and toughs" of any East Coast city of
10,000 people in one day.—Cocoa.

Personally, I am a teetotaler. I am also opposed to the use of alcoholic
liquors as beverages, especially under conditions prevailing under the

Downloaded From: http://jama.jamanetwork.com/ by a New York University User  on 06/20/2015



open saloon. I do not prescribe liquors by written prescription in prac¬
tice, as state law forbids prescribing or dispensing of alcoholic liquors.
But in the few cases in which I believe whisky or wine to be of Benefit
I simply mention the fact to some member of the family, the kind
wanted and the amount, and leave verbal directions as to administra¬
tion. Within twenty-four hours I find patient on what was recommended.
I do not ask where it came from.—Marion County.

There is an abundance of unlawful whisky here, and I find it easy to
get. Therefore I haven't made any attempt to find out just what the
laws of this state are regarding whisky and the practice of medicine.—
Jackson County.

Prohibition has never been successfully carried out in this state.
Therefore I have been able at all times to buy any quantity or quality
of whisky or wines at about four times the old price.—Fort Pierce.

I have practiced for a good many years, but have written only one
prescription for whisky and none for beer or wine, because any one
could go and buy before prohibition. But I have case after case of old
people especially that need whisky, wine and beer as the case may be,
but cannot get it.—St. Cloud.

My personal opinion is that prohibition so far as the medical profes¬
sion is concerned should be on the same basis as the Harrison Narcotic
Law.—Jacksonville.

RESULTS IN FLORIDA

FLORIDA
Number of physicians.
Questionnaires sent.
Questionnaires returned .,:.
Percentage of returns.

General practitioners.Surgeons.
Specialists.

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practiceof medicine?
Yes.
No.

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary suf¬
fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes.
No.

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquorsin a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians, stating no times advisable.
Do you hold a federal permit?
Yes.
No.:.

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in three
months.   your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 50 prescriptions.:.
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.
Total.

No restriction.
In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing

whisky, beer and wine?
Yes.
No.

Jacksonville
172

73

58
SI

7
1

23
15

IS
2!

17
il

11
27

22
10

5
Hi

S
li

8
io

4
4
3
5
2

18
16

ti
IH

Tampa
75
"1
12
3«
11

1

Total Cities
247
104

51
'49

42
8
1

2=)
21

2!
29

a»
29

14
35

24
15

7
21

8
19

10
14

S
4
5
7
2

24
21

29
18

Rural
1,034

360
221

«1
207

10
4

103
117

50
163

01
151

43
102

fiO
105

2«
122

20
119

17
98

55
29
15
21

4
124

150
76

Grand Total
1,281

464
272
59

240
18
5

182
188

192

84
IS»

57
197

120
33

118
84

138

27
112

01
83
"0
28

0
us
109

105
01

KENTUCKY
Prohibition became effective in Kentucky, July 1, 1919. The

present provisions are practically those of the Volstead Act.
Physicians may prescribe not more than 1 pint of alcoholic
liquors in ten days for the same patient. A duplicate of the
prescription must be kept on file for two years. The pre¬
scription must show the name and address of the patient, the
druggist, the date, the quantity of liquor, and a statement by
the physician that he is in personal attendance on the patient
and that the liquor prescribed is proper treatment for the
ailment from which the patient is suffering.

Questionnaires were sent to 1,034 physicians in Kentucky,
and 544, or 53 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Louisville, yes, 48; no, 28; Covington, yes, 4;
no, 9. Total for the cities, yes, 52; no, 37; for the rural
districts, yes, 200; no, 251 ; for the state, yes, 252, no, 288.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
thè vote was: Louisville, yes, 25; no, 50; Covington, yes, 2;
no, 10. Total for the cities, yes, 27; no, 60; for the rural
districts, yes, 104; no, 345; for the state, yes, 131; no, 405.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Louisville, yes, 33; no, 40; Covington, yes, 3;
no, 9. Total for the cities, yes, 36; no, 49; for the rural
districts, yes, 109; no, 326; for the state, yes, 145; no, 375.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬
sary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibition
laws, the replies were: yes, 109; no, 415.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
172 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 270 had
not found it advisable; 37 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 391 had not found it advisable; 54 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 374 had not found it
advisable.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were : yes, 141; no, 325.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,

309 stated that they should be restricted, and 214 did not
believe such restrictions necessary ; 52 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit; 97 stated that the number
should be limited to absolutely none; 70 considered from
1 to 50 prescriptions in three months sufficient; 86 considered
from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and 4 physicians considered 100
insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 328; no, 193.
COMMENTS

I know a few physicians who hold permits to prescribe whisky. With¬
out a single exception, they use whisky themselves as a beverage. And
I never knew one of these physicians to prescribe whisky for a sick
man or woman. Those who got the prescriptions were very well indeed
and wanted to feel still better. I feel that whisky is the best thing in
the world to get drunk on, and the worst thing in the world to practice
medicine with.—Berea.

Just so long as the Volstead law makes a refined grog shop out of a
physician's office, then there should be no limit. The quicker the whiskyis consumed or otherwise disposed of, the sooner the physician will regain
his self respect and realize that whisky was never a medicine.—Lexington.

In our county society several months ago we undertook to have reportedthe number of alcoholic prescriptions written by physicians of our
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county each month, the report to be read at each meeting of the society.
We found that the county clerk had instructions not to reveal this
information to any one. WTe should have investigated his right to
withhold this information, but so far we have neglected to do this.—
Hopkinsville.

For years I prescribed alcoholics, and finally discontinued to do so
after finding they were only a variety of dope—that fooled the patient
as well as myself—and did not improve or remove the condition for
which prescribed. I am opposed to the physician being the *'eye-winker"
for the saloon.  believe the government should take over all the
lìquor, and establish dispensaries where a person properly registered can
get his pint every ten days if he so wishes.—Covington.

The Harrison Narcotic Law does not undertake to limit the amount
of morphin or cocain a man uses; it simply forces him to go on record;
and I feel that in all fairness to the medical profession the fame con¬
dition should hold in regard to alcoholic beverages.—Louisville.

Heretofore I have always relied on the assistance of alcohol in some
form, most usually brandy, in the treatment of the acute infections, such
as pneumonia, typhoid, influenza, cholera infantum and septicemia, and
a great boon it was in the industrial accidents that we have here in
great numbers, which are always attended with shock; for you never

RESULTS IN KENTUCKY

KENTUCKY
Number of physicians.Questionnaires sent.
Questionnaires returned.
Percentage of returns.

General practitioners.
Surgeons ..Specialists.

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice

of medicine?
Yes.
No.Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice

of medicine?
Yes.
No.Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary suf¬

fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes.
No.How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquors

in a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Do you hold a federal permit*
Yes.No.

The present regulations limit the number of prescript'ons to 100 in three
months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 60 prescriptions.
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.
Total.

Vo restriction.
your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing

whisky, beer and wine?
Yes..
No.

Louisville Covington Total Cities
(¡18
152

7(1
50
52

4 S
28

25
,50

40

IS
53

30
20

48
1(1

41
23

4
(1

11
12

1
34

85
29
15
52
12

1
2

1
13

In

703
181
ill
50
(¡4

9
18

52
37

49

20

27
fi

56
1(1
41»

ß
10
12
12

1
41
4«

Rural
2,620

853
453

53
428

9
10

200
251

10»
315

IOS

319

131
243

31

328

40
87
58
74

3
2(18
108

2S2
154

Grand Total
3,323
1,034

544
53

4»2
18
34

252
288

131
405

145
375

109
415

172
270

37
391

54
374

141
325

97
70

4
309
214

328
193

see a man come out of the mines unless he is in a state of shock, and I
defy any authority to deny the fact that for the present treatment of
shock he can recommend nothing better than hot brandy. These are a
few instances in which they have taken from the body of medical men
one of the most valuable weapons of defense that existed in the com¬
bating of disease and emergencies when prompt and efficacious action is
needed.—Bell County.

I believe if physicians are allowed to prescribe alcohol as a remedy
they should have the power to prescribe it as they do any other remedy.
H they abuse this privilege it should be removed entirely from them by
the constituted authorities.—Louisville.

I think there are many instances in which whisky is a useful thera¬
peutic agent, but few a necessary one. There are often cases to be
encountered in which a little whisky would be beneficial; but our laws
are so prohibitive that we get along without it. So I would not say it
is a necessity.—Adair County.

I have practiced medicine forty-two years. I know that pure whisky
or brandy serves a good purpose in some cases. Some physicians claim
there is no medical property in alcohol in any disease, and will prescribe
coal tar derivatives in the sinking stages of grip and pneumonia.—Hart
County.

I think the profession should take the stand that if this law is to be
kept in force it should be enforced and not used simply as a local
political asset. If it cannot be enforced, then repeal it. My personal
(pinion is that at the present time prohibition is impossible. Allow the
¡ale of beer and wine; prohibit whisky within certain definite limits and
enforce the law.—Louisville.

LOUISIANA
Prior to the enforcement of the Volstead Act, most of the

state was under local prohibition. There is no state law
regulating the prescribing of alcoholic liquors by physicians.

Questionnaires were sent to 754 physicians in Louisiana, and
381, or 51 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: New Orleans, yes, 58; no, 38; for the rural
districts, yes, 141; no, 140; total for the state, yes, 199;
no, 178.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: New Orleans, yes, 30; no, 66; for the rural
districts, yes, 79; no, 200; for the state, yes, 109; no, 266.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: New Orleans, yes, 43; no, 55; for the rural
-districts, yes, 103; no, 176; for the state, yes, 146; no, 231.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬
sary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibitionlaws, the replies were: yes, 69; no, 298.

On the question as to the number of times physicians hadfound it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,157 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 159 had
not found it advisable; 33 had found it advisable to prescribebeer, and 267 had not found it advisable; 78 had found itadvisable to prescribe wine, and 226 had not found itadvisable.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were : yes, 167 ; no, 158.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
193 stated that they should be restricted, and 180 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 56 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit; 28 stated that the number
should be restricted to absolutely none ; 33 considered from
1 to 50 prescriptions in three months sufficient; 68 considered
from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and 8 physicians considered 100
insufficient.
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On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors ?" the vote was : yes, 175 ; no, 190.

RESULTS IN LOUISIANA

LOUISIANA
Number of physicians.
Questionnaires sent.
Questionnaires returned.
Percentage of returns.

General practitioners.
Surgeons.
Specialists.

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic
agent in the practice of medicine?

Yee

New
Orleans

No
T>o your regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agentin the practice of medicine":

Yes.
No.

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent
in the practice of medicine?

Yes.
No

Have instances occurred in your own practice .in
which unnecessary suffering or death has resulted
from the enforcement of prphibition laws?

Yes.
No.

How many times have you found it advisable to pre¬
scribe these liquors in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times
advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times
advisable.

Beer: Number of physicians stating times
advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times
advisable.

Wine: Number of physicians stating times
advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times
ad vis a ble.

Tío you hold a federal permit?
Yes.
No.

The present regulations limit the number of prescrip¬
tions to 100 in three months. In your opinion,
should there be any limit to the number of pre¬
scriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may
write?

Yes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.:.
1 to 50 prescriptions.
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.
Total.

No restriction.
In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in

prescribing whisky, beer and wine?
Yes.
No.

040
238

08
-II
50
15
21

30
60

43
55

Grand
Rural Total
1,355 2,001

27

50

42
89

13
4
fi

21
1

45
50

23
57

510
283

55
205

0
12

10"
127

28

198

51

17fi

125
no

43
21
27
47

7
118
12.1

142
133

754
281

51
324

21

141 199
140 178

79 109
200 266 ·

103 146
176 231

55
220

157

159

33

807

167
15S

50
28

193
180

175
1!«

COMMENTS
The above does not interest the New Orleans medical profession

because one can be supplied very cheaply with any brand of liquor at
a very low cost by the bootlegger and therefore he need not wait on the
medical man to fill out the blanks.—Ne-iv Orleans.

Restrictions should be the same as those of the Harrison Narcotic Law.
Physicians and surgeons are very careful not to violate it, and I am
sure that they would be if alcohol were under the same law. I do not
use it personally, but would be glad to use any therapeutic agent for
welfare of patients in sickness (not for beverage, understand).—Sabine
County.

The druggist should fill prescriptions, but the price of liquors should
be regulated by the government and overcharge be heavily penalized—
Alexandria.

MARYLAND
The only prohibition law in force in Maryland prior to the

passage of the Volstead Act was a local option law. There
are no state restrictions on the prescribing of alcoholic
liquors for physicians.

Questionnaires were sent to 920 physicians in Maryland,
and 500, or 54 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Baltimore, yes, 168; no, 98; total for the rural
districts, yes, 124; no, 92; total for the state, yes, 310;
no, 190.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Baltimore, yes, 85j no, 176; for the rural dis¬
tricts, yes, 69; no, 158; for the state, yes, 154; no, 334.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Baltimore, yes, 123; no, 142; for the rural dis¬
tricts, yes, 93; no, 134; for the state, yes, 216; no, 276.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬
sary suffering or death from the enforcement of the pro¬
hibition laws, the replies were: yes, 119; no, 360.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
227 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 139 had
not found it advisable; 47 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 233 had not found it advisable; 101 had found if
advisable to prescribe wine, and 205 physicians had not found
it advisable.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were : yes, 193 ; no, 242.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,195 stated that they should be restricted, and 285 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 71 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit; 26 stated that the number
should be limited to absolutely none; 18 considered from 1
to 50 prescriptions in three months sufficient; 75 considered
from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and 5 physicians considered 100insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 188; no, 289.

RESULTS IN MARYLAND

Baiti- GrandMARYLAND more Rural Total
Number of physicians. 1,421 943 2,364Questionnaires sent. 350 570 920Questionnaires returned. 266 234 500Percentage of returns. 76 41 54General practitioners. 192 215 407Surgeons. 42 6 48Specialists. 32 13 45Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic

agent in the practice of medicine?
Yes. 168 142 310No. 98 92 190Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutitc agentin the practice of medicine?
Yes. 85 69 154No. 176. 158 334Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agentin the practice of medicine?
Yes. 123 93 21«No. 142 134 276

Have instances occurred in your own practice inwhich unnecessary suffering or deatl?# has resulted
from the enforcement of prohibition laws?

Yes. 65 51 119No...'. 193 167 36«How many times have you found it advisable to pre¬scribe these liquors in a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating times

advisable. 128 99 227
Number of physicians stating no times

advisable. 70 69 139Beer: Number of physicians stating timesadvisable. 33 14 47Number of
.

physicians stating no times
advisable. 121 112 23SWine: Number of physicians stating times
advisable. 66 35 101Number of physicians stating no times
advisable. 104 101 203Do vou hold a federal permit?

Yes. 113 80 193No. 114 128 242The present regulations limit the number of prescrip¬tions to 100 in three months. In your opinion,
should there be any limit to the number of pre¬scriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician maywrite?

Yes (limit not specified). 47 24 71
Restricted absolutely. 3 23 2«
1 to 50 prescriptions. 3 15 18
51 to 10O prescriptions. 39 36 75More than 100 prescriptions. 3 2 5Total. 95 100 195No restriction. 159 126 285In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in

prescribing whisky, beer and wine?
Yes. 90 98 188No.158 131 289

COMMENTS
Personally I am a "wet," never having voted or sympathized with the

"dry" movement; but I protest the medical profession being made
brokers for breweries and distilleries.—Cumberland.

I think that a law passed to limit the amount of the fee paid the
physician for prescriptions to a very nominal amount, or even to pro¬
hibit any fee chargeable, might help to regulate and control the properissuing of prescriptions.—Anne Arundel County.

While in my opinion alcoholic liquors are never indicated in the prac¬
tice of medicine, and in nearly all cases are contraindicated, yet I
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realize that many reputable physicians hold contrary views. For this
reason I do not think that such men should be in any way handicapped
in prescribing anything that in their honest judgment is for the best
interest of their patient. On the other hand, every limitation should be
placed upon those physicians who are commercializing this right.—Elkton.

Necessary regulations should be formulated which will make possible
the disciplining and prosecution of physicians who abuse the privilege,
just as we have in the Harrison Narcotic Law. I am not registered
because of the necessary red tape in obtaining a certificate, the details
required by the government in connection with writing prescriptions
and the feeling I have that as soon as one does register one becomes
more or less of an object of suspicion—a potential law breaker.—Balti¬
more.

What right has the government to say that the men who see 100
patients a day should not write more than 100 prescriptions every three
months when it allows the man who sees five or seven patients a day
to prescribe the same amount? Also, how far does a pint of whisky go
in ten days in a pneumonia case? In some severe cases it lasts but one

day, and you have to fill in with uncertain bootleg whisky, even if you
are using digitalis and strychnin.—Baltimore.

MINNESOTA
Federal prohibition became effective in Minnesota, July 1,

1919. The present law permits legally qualified physicians
to prescribe alcoholic liquors, not to exceed 1 pint in ten

RESULTS IN MINNESOTA

MINNESOTA
Number of physicians.
Questionnaires sent.
Questionnaires returned.
Percentage of returns.

General practitioners.
Surgeons.
Specialists.

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?

Yes.
No.

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practiceof medicine?
Yes.
No.

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practiceof medicine?
Yes.
No.

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary suf¬
fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Yes.
No.

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquorsin a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable.Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Do you hold a federal permit?
Yes.
No.

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in thre>
months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 50 prescriptions._
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.
Total.

No restriction.
In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing

whisky, beer and wine?
Yes.
No.

Minneapolis
(108
298
184

02
113

41
30

71
108

35
14(1

36
143

17
1(11

5
128

13
122

28
21
34
56

3
142
37

137
38

St. Paul
370
187

84
45
51
111
17

42
41

25
54

24
54

16
(13

3(1
36

7
50
12
40

41
34

14
8

11
23

56
2(1

53
22

Duluth
101

51
31
61
15
12

4

11
19

7
22

12
17

20
3

22

12
1»

4
3
7
 
1

21
10

Total Cities
1,079

536
299

5«
179

• 69
51

124
168

«7
222

67
219

117
138

17
198
28

1!«)

129
127

4«
32
52
85

4
219

212
07

Rural
1,549

718
521

73
4(19

25
27

109
404

107

79
428

1(10
287

42
373

52

144
2  

90
7

317
176

Grand Total
2,628
1,254

820
65

048
94
78

332
474

17«
626

174
018

115
(¡79

283
425

59
571
80

552

273
418

96
115
120
175

11
517
271

529
242

days for the same patient. Prescriptions must be written in
ink, printed or typewritten, and must contain the name and
the address of the patient, the kind and the quantity of the
liquor, the directions for its use, and a statement that the
illness for which the liquor is prescribed requires its use.
Prescriptions must be signed in ink, and they cannot be
refilled.

Questionnaires were sent to 1,254 .physicians in Minnesota,
and 820, or 65 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Minneapolis, yes, 71, no, 108; St. Paul, yes,
42; no, 41; Duluth, yes, 11; no, 19. Total for the cities, yes,
124; no, 168; for the rural districts, yes, 208; no, 306; for
the state, yes, 332; no, 474.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
ihe vote was: Minneapolis, yes, 35; no, 146; St. Paul, yes,
25; no, 54; Duluth, yes, 7; no, 22. Total for the cities, yes,

67; no, 222; for the rural districts, yes, 109; no, 404; for the
state, yes, 176; no, 626.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Minneapolis, yes, 36; no, 143; St. Paul, yes,
24; no, 54; Duluth, yes, 7; no, 22. Total for the cities, yes,
67; no, 219; for the rural districts, yes, 107; no, 399; for the
state, yes, 174; no, 618.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unnec¬
essary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibition
laws, the replies were: yes, 115; no, 679.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
283 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 425 had
not found it advisable; 59 had found it advsiable to-prescribe
beer, and 571 had not found it advisable ; 80 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 552 had not found it advis¬
able.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the
replies were: yes, 273; no, 418.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
517 stated that they should be restricted, and 271 did not

believe such restrictions necessary; 96 answered yes, but did
not specify a limit; 115 stated that the number should be
limited to absolutely none; 120 considered from 1 to 50 pre¬
scriptions in three months sufficient; 175 considered from 51
to 100 satisfactory, and 11 physicians considered 100 insuf¬
ficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted m pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 529; no, 242.

COMMENTS
As far as I can see there is absolutely no enforcement of prohibitionlaws in this part of the country. And if the present drinking of these

poisonous home-made liquors keeps up, the evils of former saloon dayshave been magnified a hundred times, not only from the terrible effectsof the drinking of thes-e "home brews" but from the spirit of law
breaking and "crooked" deals which it engenders. In my opinion the
government should either enforce the law^or repeal it.—Steams County.

The prescribing of whisky, beer and wine should be entirely forbidden.
The prescribing of alcohol is limited to "plain" ethyl alcohol in com-
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Intuition with other ingredients which would make it unsuitable for
beverage purposes.—Fillmore County.

Alcohol and some form of alcoholic preparations are absolutely indis¬
pensable in the efficient practice of medicine. The exact form of prep¬
aration is immaterial so long as we can have the alcoholic content pure
and effective. I will add that I am one of the so-called prohibition
cranks, but even' a crank must have its limitations.—Lac Qui Parle
County.

Why should a poor debilitated old patient who cannot sleep well, with
failing energy, who believes he derives benefit from a tablespoonful of
hot brandy at night be forced to pay $3.50 for a pint of whisky formerly
sold for 50 cents—I mean $3.50 for the whisky without any prescription
fee. Is there anything right about this?—Fillmore County.

In our community, conditions are a great deal worse than when we
had local option. I am constantly called to treat individuals suffering
from the effect of what is commonly known as "moonshine." Our pres¬
ent law does not prohibit. It fosters a disrespect for law. The doctors
should limit their prescribing of alcohol to strictly legitimate use.—
Rock County.

Practicing medicine in the center of an agricultural county, 15 miles
from the nearest doctor, one small rural drugstore is vastly different
from that of "clinic" work or work in a sanatorium. I have trouble

RESULTS IN MISSOURI

MISSOURI
Number of physicians.
Questionnaires sent.
Questionnaire» returned.' .
Percentage of returns.General practitioners.

Surgeons.
Specialists.

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Tee.No.".

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Tes.
No.

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary suf¬
fering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohibition laws?
Tes.
No.

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquorsin a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.Number of physicians stating no times advisable.Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable.Number of physicians stating no times advisable.
Wine: Number Of physicians stating times advisable.

Number of physicians stating no times advJsable.
Do you hold a federal permit?
Tes.
No.The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in three

months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Tes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 50 prescriptions.
51 to 100 prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.
Total.

No restriction.
In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribingwhisky, beer and wine?
Tes.:.
No.

St. Louis
1,75«

531
 »so

53
192

46
42

180
99

96
188

14?
182

34
142

TO
120

120
124

•21
42

123
141

122
140

Kansas
City

ill!)
328
180
55

110
34
2T

10!)
VO

87
92

132

:.!)
22

(il
74

76
80

31
14
14
35

(!
10(1
74

108
62

St.
Joseph

182
CO
27
4 ,
22

2
8

11
16

fi
20

8
18

6
1!)

8
II
2

18

5
18

18
8

Total
Cities
2,855

919
487

.73
333

82
72

300
185

llii
31!)

23V
242

111
352

220
102
r,8

24!)
137
20!)

201
222

75
25
42
88
14

23!)
227

248
210

Rural
3,006
1,028

611
59

570
13
28

281
324

127
474

167
434

133

186
311

43
421

91
81
55
96

»
34H
251

Grand
Total
5,921
1,947
1,098

56
908

98
loo

581
5M

28!)
793

401
67«

214
801

406
473
101
67ß·
203
«II

343
610

1(16
121
97

178
23

585
478

612
43!)

getting alcohol for surgical emergency work. I need whisky in pneu¬
monia, especially when I can have no nurse to attend my patient. God
forbid the return of the licensed saloon.

"

But my prayers would be
equally fervent for a return of saneness regarding the use of alcoholics
by our profession as a whole.—Nicollet County.

Whisky and alcohol should be made and distributed by the government.
Light wines and beer should not be restricted or taxed. I don't see how
a doctor can degrade himself by becoming a prescription pedler—100 is
more than I have ever written in twenty years' practice. The calls I
have had for them were not from the sick, but from the thirsty. The
doctor who wants more than the hundred is at heart a barkeeper.—Redwood County.

As we have federal control, let the federal government have all the
responsibility, even to the sale for medicinal use, by establishing one or
more federal stores in each state where prescriptions may be sent. The
one in control should easily be able after a little experience to deter¬
mine which doctora are prescribing for gain only.—Beltrami County.

 believe in the appointment of government venders and think that the
prescribing of liquors by the profession lowers the standards more than
most physicians realize.—Minneapolis.

I believe that physicians should be allowed to prescribe pure alcohol
the same as they are allowed to prescribe narcotic drugs, but under
proper regulations and proper inspection to be sure that the alcohol is
being used as a therapeutic agent, combined or uncombined with other
¿¡gents, and not misused to satisfy a habit or as a beverage.—Minneapolis.

MISSOURI
Federal Prohibition became effective in Missouri, July 1,

1919. The state law, passed the same year and amended in
1921, permits physicians to prescribe alcoholic or intoxicating
liquors. Permits are issued by the county judges. Physicians
must make a physical examination of each patient, and the
prescription must show the name of the patient, the disease
for which the liquor is prescribed, and the date on which it
is issued. It must also contain a statement from the physi¬
cian that the liquor prescribed is a necessary remedy.

Questionnaires were sent to 1,947 physicians in Missouri,
and 1,098, or 56 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: St. Louis, yes, 180; no, 99; Kansas City, yes,
109; no, 70; St. Joseph, yes, 11; no, 16. Total for the cities,
yes, 300; no, 185; for the rural districts, yes, 281; no, 324;
for the state, yes, 581 ; no, 509.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: St. Louis, yes, 96; no, 183; Kansas City, yes,
60; no, 116; St. Joseph, yes, 6; no, 20. Total for the cities,
yes, 162; no, 319; for the rural districts, yes, 127; no, 474; for
the state, yes, 289; no, 793.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was : St. Louis, yes, 142 ; no, 132 ; Kansas City, yes,
87; no, 92; St. Joseph, yes, 8; no, 18. Total for the cities,
yes, 237; no, 242; for the rural districts, yes, 167; no, 434;
for the state, yes, 404; no, 676.

On the question whethe» physicians had witnessed unneces¬
sary suffering or death from enforcement of prohibition laws,
the replies were : yes, 244 ; no, 808.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
406 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 473 had
not found it advisable; 101 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 670 had not found it advisable ; 203 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 611 had not found it
advisable. ,
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To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were: yes, 343; no, 610.

On the question as to whether physicians should he
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
585 stated that they should he restricted, and 478 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 166 answered yes, but did
not specify a limit; 121 stated that the number should he
limited to absolutely none; 97 considered from 1 to 50 pre¬
scriptions in three months sufficient; 178 considered from
51 to 100 satisfactory, and 23 physicians considered 100 insuf¬
ficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 612; no, 439.

COMMENTS
Delegating the power of dispensing alcoholics to the medical profes¬

sion is an imposition on the profession. By the financial benefits pos¬
sible, it'is a temptation to young men who are starting out in the pro¬
fession to do wrong. In the eyes of the public, the whole medical
profession has gone into bootlegging. If the thing keeps on, I favor
the formation of a nonalcoholic branch of the profession limited in
membership to those who do not take out permits; and instead of a

membership certificate let us have a sign to hang in the " outer office.
"No Bootlegging Done Here."—Kansas City.

In thirty years of general practice I have frequently ordered alco¬
holic stimulants in the form of whisky, beer and wine with benefit to

my patients. Prior to the enforcement of prohibition I most frequently
ordered beer and wine, believing them to be the best form for the
administration of alcohol in most instances. Now, owing to the inability
to obtain beer and wine, I am compelled to order whisky more often
than in preprohibition days.—St, Louis.

In a period of about forty years I have scarcely used alcohol as a

medicine. Three years ago, when influenza was raging, not a drop of
alcohol was prescribed excepting when it appeared in combination, as in
tinctures. My percentage of deaths was less than 4. It depends on the
way in which physicians have been educated in this matter. The doctor
who is a boozer and likes it himself is sure to think it necessary as a
medicine. In my experience, there is scarcely any exceptions to this
rule. Nearly fifty years since I began to study as a physician and
druggist, and I know these things from observation.— Lathrop.

NEVADA
The state law became effective, Dec. 16, 1918. Reputatile

physicians may prescribe grain alcohol only for patients
whom they have actually examined. Prescriptions must show
the amount of alcohol, the disease for which it is prescribed,
the name of the patient, and the number of such prescriptions
issued for the same patient during the preceding year,
together with a signed statement by the physician that he
has made a personal examination of the patient, knows him
to be of temperate habits, not addicted to the use of narcotic
drtfgs, and that the alcohol prescribed is absolutely necessary
as a medicine.

Questionnaires were sent to 75 physicians in Nevada, and
51, or 68 per cent, were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: yes, 30; no, 19.

On the question "Is 'beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was : yes, 14 ; no, 35.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was : yes, 21 ; no, 29.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬
sary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibition
laws, the replies were: yes, 17; no, 31.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
11 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 22 had
not found it advisable; 5 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 25 had not found it advisable; 8 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 25 had not found it advisable.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were : yes, 1 ; no, 10.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
22 stated that they should be restricted, and 25 did not believe
such restrictions necessary; 4 physicians answered yes, but
did not specify a limit ; 7 stated that the number should be
limited to absolutely none; 3 considered from 1 to 50 pre¬
scriptions in three months sufficient; 8 considered from 51
to 100 satisfactory. None of the physicians replying con¬
sidered 100 insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 28; no, 19.

COMMENTS
Prohibition, as enforced, I consider to be a useless experiment. Under

previous conditions poor enough liquors were sold at times, but now
95 per cent, of the moonshine sold is nothing but a rank poison. I have
seen many cases in which only one or two glasses rendered the patient
in a dangerous and at times a comatose condition.—Ely.

I believe that physicians should be allowed to prescribe alcoholic
liquors, under similar* regulations to those which now control the
prescribing of narcotics.—Fallón.

It seems to me that there is altogether too much of this "telling the
doctor what to do." thus robbing him of his constitutional right to prac¬tice medicine in a way which he may consider proper and right. From
an economic standpoint I do not favor the saloon and general consump¬tion of alcohol, but I do believe that every physician should be allowed
to prescribe or administer alcohol, and that without question, if he
deems it a therapeutic necessity.—Reno.

RESULTS IN NEVADA

Number of physicians. 147
Questionnaires sent. 75
Questionnaires returned. 51
Percentage of returns. 68

General practitioners. 41
Surgeons. 7
Specialists.

.

3
Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the

practice of medicine?
Tes. 30
No. 19

Do you regard beer a* a necessary therapeutic agent in the
practice of medicine? -

Tes. 14No. 35
Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the

practice of medicine?
Tee. 21No. 29Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessarysuffering or death has resulted from the enforcement of prohi¬bition laws?
Tes. 17No. 31How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe theseliquors in a month?
Whisky: Number of physicians stating time advisable. 11

Number of physicians stating no times advisable... 22Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 5
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 25

Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 8
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 25Do vou hold a federal permit?

Tes. 1No. 10The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 10Oin three months. In your opinion, should there be any limit
to the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physi¬cian may write?

Tee (limit not specified). 4Restricted absolutely. 7
1 to 50 prescriptions. 351 to 100 prescriptions. 8More than 100 prescriptions. 0Total. 22No restriction. 25In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribingwhisky, beer and wine?
Tes. 28No. 19

NEW HAMPSHIRE
The state prohibition law became effective, May 1, 1918.

Legally qualified physicians may prescribe alcoholic liquors.
The prescription must give the name of the patient and the
kind of liquor, and can be written only after a diagnosis of
the disease, the physician exercising the same professional
skill and care as in prescribing any other poisonous or habit-
forming drug.

Questionnaires were sent to 300 physicians in New Hamp¬shire, and 186, or 62 per cent., were returned.
On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"

the vote was: Manchester, yes, 18; no, 5; for the rural dis¬
tricts, yes, 99; no, 63; for the state, yes, 117; no, 68.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"the vote was: Manchester, yes, 6; no, IS; for the rural dis¬
tricts, yes, 49; no, 113; for the state, yes, 55; no, 128.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"the vote was: Manchester, yes, 10; no, 11; for the rural disrtricts, yes, 59; no, 101; for the state, yes, 69; no, 112.
On the. question whether physicians had witnessed unnec¬

essary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibitionlaws, the replies were: yes, 57; no, 121.
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On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
70 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 62 had
not found it advisable ; 12 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 93 had not found it advisable; 25 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 85 had not found it advis¬
able.

RESULTS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE

Man-
NKW HAMPSHIRE ehester Rural Total

Number of physicians. 96 545 641
Questionnaires sent. 38 262 300
Questionnaires returned. 23 163 186
Percentage of returns. 61 62 62

General practitioners. 19 144 163
Surgeons. 3 7 10
Specialists._ 1 12 13

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent
in the practice of medicine?

Tee. 18 99 117
No. 5 63 68

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent
in the practice of medicine?

Tea. 6 49 55
No. 15 113 128

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent
in the practice of medicine?

Tes. 10 59 69
No. 11 101 112

Have instances occurred in your own practice In
which unnecessary suffering or death has resulted
from the enforcement of prohibition laws?

Tes. 5 52 57
No. 17 104 121

How many times Wave you found it advisable to
prescribe these liquors in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times
advisable. 14 56 70

Number of physicians stating no times
advisable. 5 57 62

Beer: Number of physicians stating times ad¬
visable. 2 10 12

Number of physicians stating no times
advisable. 11 82 93

Wine: Number of physicians stating times ad¬
visable. 4 21 25

Number of physicians stating no times
advisable. 9 76 85

Do yon hold a federal permit?
Tes. 17 44 61
No. 4 96 100

The present regulations limit the number of prescrip¬
tion» to 100 in three months. In your opinion,
should there be any limit to the number of pre¬
scriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may
write?

Tes (limit not specified). 4 30 34
Restricted absolutely. 4 4
1 to 50 prescriptions. 

..

7 7
51 to 100 prescriptions. 2 19 21
More than 100 prescriptions. 0 0 0

Total. 6 60 86
No restriction. 15 98 111

In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in
prescribing whisky, beer and wine?

Yes. 6 70 76
No. 14 84 98

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the
replies were : yes, 61 ; no, 100.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted ir the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
66 stated that they should be restricted, and 111 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 34 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit ; 4 stated that the number
should be limited to absolutely none ; 7 considered from 1
to 50 prescriptions in three months sufficient; 21 considered
from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and no physician of those reply¬
ing considered 100 insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 76; no, 98.

COMMENTS
Beer and wine have no legitimate place in medicine, and prohibition

should be absolute. Whisky has a small but valuable place, and should
be allowed. An arbitrary limitation of 100 prescriptions in three months
has the defect that most men do not need half this number, whereas
some may legitimately use double that amount.—Grafton County.

The license is so high in New Hampshire that the druggists in small
towns do not have them, and that means travel, time and expense. The
bootlegger prospers and we have the meanest condition that could possibly
be brought about.—Plymouth.

Although personally I do not consider alcohol a necessary therapeutic
agent, I realize that many men honestly differ with me in this matter.
Therefore I am not in favor of restricting physicians in the use of
a'cohol for medicinal purprses at the present time. I thoroughly believe

that time and education will prove that alcohol is not only unnecessary
but, in most cases of disease, actually harmful.—Portsmouth.

The principle of dictating in the least as to what a physician should
give his patient is repugnant to me. I am so disgusted I do not have a

permit for opiates or liquor. I refuse to be nagged by any inspector.—
Carroll County.

In this county there is no place to get prescriptions filled legally
because druggists will not take out a license. My prescriptions cannot
be filled without going to Concord, Manchester or Nashua, 60 or 70
miles. This is a hardship. But it cannot be charged to the prohibition
law entirely. It is a local condition I know of no way to remedy. I
think a plan similar to the Harrison law should be adopted for all liquors.
—Cheshire County.

NEW MEXICO
Federal prohibition became effective, July 1, 1919. Since

that time a constitutional amendment has been passed, and a

state law was adopted in 1920. Only pur.e grain alcohol may
be sold for medicinal purposes, but there are no provisions
in the state law regarding physicians' prescriptions.

Questionnaires were sent to 217 physicians in New Mexico,
and 137, or 63 per cent., were returned.

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: yes, 58; no, 76.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: yes, 24; no, 110.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: yes, 37; no, 95.

RESULTS IN NEW MEXICO

Number of physicians. 529
Questionnaires sent. 217
Questionnaires returnee!. 137
Percentage of returns. 63

Genera] practitioners. 133
Surgeons. 1
Specialists. 3

Do you regard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the
practice of medicine?
Yes.· 68
No. 76

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the
practice of medicine?
Yes. 24
No.110

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the
practice of medicine?
Yes. 37
No.,. 95

Have instances occurred in your own practice in which unnecessary
suffering or death has resulted from the enforcement of pro¬
hibition laws?
Yes. 34
No. 98

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these
liquors in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 27
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.. 72

Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 8
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 81

Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable. 14
Number of physicians stating no times advisable. 78

Do you hold a federal permit?
Yes. 8
No. 61

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in
three months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to
the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician
may write?

Yes (limit not specified). 26
Restricted absolutely. 12
1 to 50 prescriptions. 11
51 to 100 prescriptions. 21
More than 100 prescriptions. 2
Total. 72

No restriction. 57
In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing

whisky, beer and wine?
Yes. 76
No. 55

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬

sary suffering or death from enforcement of prohibition laws,
the replies were: yes, 34; no, 98.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
27 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 72 had
not found it advisable ; 8 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 81 had not found it advisable ; 14 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 78 had not found it advisable.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were : yes, 8; no, 61.
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On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
72 stated that they should be restricted, and 57 did not believe
such restrictions necessary; 26 answered yes, but did not
specify a limit ; 12 stated that the number should be limited
to absolutely none; 11 considered from 1 to 50 prescriptions
in three months sufficient; 21 considered from 51 to 100 satis¬
factory, and 2 physicians considered 100 insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 76; no, 55.

COMMENTS
When  was a young man I prescribed considerable whisky, as I had

been taught in the hospital; but as I grew older and saw more and more
cases, I came to realize how futile it was. I never saw a patient saved

RESULTS IN NEW YORK

NEW YORK
Greater Buf-

Xew York falo
Number of physicians. 9,447 857
Questionnaires sent. 2,759 313
Questionnaires returned. 1,561 163
Percentage of returns. 57 52

Genera] practitioners. 1,063 124
Surgeons. 230 17
Rpeeialists. 268 22

Do you regard whisky as a necessary thera¬
peutic agent ¡n the practice of medicine?
Yes. 1.120 115
No. 429 46

Do you regard beer as a necessary thera¬
peutic agent in the practice of medicine?
Yes. 640 71
No. 879 88

Do you regard wine as a necessary thera¬
peutic agent in the practice of medicine?
Yes. 856 89
No. 664 71

Have instances occurred in your own prac¬
tice In which unnecessary suffering or
death has resulted from the enforcement
of prohibition laws?
Yes. 334 51
No.1,129 107

How many times have you found it advis¬
able to prescribe these liquors in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating
times advisable. 767 86

Number of physicians stating
no times advisable. 334 48

Beer: Number of physicians stating
times advisable. 224 24

Number of physicians stating no
times advisable. 540 79

Wine: Number of physicians stating
times advisable. 424 38

Number of physicians stating no
times advisable. 457 73

Do vou hold a federal permit?
Yes. 750 98
No. 553 42

The present regulations limit the number of
prescriptions to 100 in three months. In
your opinion, should there be any limit to
the number of prescriptions for alcoholic
liquore a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified). 188 20
Restricted absolutely. 31 4
1 to 50 prescriptions. 57 6
51 to 100 prescriptions. 226 33
More than 100 prescriptions. 25 3

Total. 527 66
No restriction. 959 90

In vour opinion, should physicians be re¬
stricted In prescribing whisky, beer and
wine?
Yes. 508 67
No. 976 90
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with alcohol who could not have been saved without it. I am sure I
have seen many patients injured by it, especially in pneumonia and
typhoid fever. In the days when I used it for these patients I lost a

great many of them; now that I use no alcohol I do not lose near as

many.—Colfax County.
The ben fit of malt and hops may be obtained in other forms, less

palatable but as efficacious. If physicians must prescribe liquors, I
believe they should not be restricted to any limited number of prescrip¬
tions. Limiting them to any number of prescriptions is as much as
accusing them of prescribing unnecessarily. The limit should be taken
off entirely, or else there should be none permitted.—San Juan County.

I hope you realize that when you have tabulated our answers you will
have determined a social status and not a scientific fact as to the value
of alcohol as a medicine.—Rio Arriba County.

I might have answered the question as regards beer and wine with a
"N,o," as I have prescribed them very, very little, and in those cas?s
could have used a distilled liquor. However, some physicians may
depend on the beers and wines for therapeutic agents, and for them they
should be obtainable and without restriction.—Rio Arriba Cour.'y.

NEW YORK
Federal prohibition became effective, July 1, 1919. In 1921,

the legislature passed a law permitting legally qualified physi¬
cians holding permits under the federal law to prescribe no
more than 1 pint of alcoholic liquor for the same patient
within a period of ten days. Such prescriptions must be
written only after a personal examination of the patient or
on thé best information obtainable.

Questionnaires were sent to 5,375 physicians in New York,
and 3,083, or 57 per cent., were returned .

On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: New York City, yes, 1,120; no, 429; Buffalo,
yes, 115; no, 46; Rochester, yes, 44; no, 44; Syracuse, yes, 40;

no, 43; Albany, yes, 17; no, 15; Utica, yes, 25; no, 6;Schenectady, yes, 15; no, 10; Troy, yes, 7; no, 7; Binghamton,
yes, 9; no, 7; Yonkers, yes, 9; no, 5; Niagara Falls, yes, 10;
no, 3. Total for the cities, yes, 1,411; no, 615; for the rural
districts, yes, 604; no, 426; for the state, yes, 2,015; no, 1,041.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: New York City, yes, 640; no, 879; Buffalo,
yes, 71; no, 88; Rochester, yes, 22; no, 66; Syracuse, yes, 20;
no, 63; Albany, yes, 12; no, 19; Utica, yes, 14; no, 17;
Schenectady, yes, 5; no, 20; Troy, yes, 2; no, 12; Binghamton.
yes, 5; no, 10; Yonkers, yes, 2; nd, 11; Niagara Falls, yes, 7;
no, 6. Total for the cities, yes, 800; no, 1,191; for the rural
districts, yes, 267; no, 748; for the state, yes, 1,067; no, 1,939.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: New York City, yes, 856; no, 664; Buffalo, yes,
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89; no, 71; Rochester, yes, 33; no, 52; Syracuse, yes, 27; no,
56; Albany, yes, 13; no, 19; Utica, yes, 19; no, 11; Schenec¬
tady, yes, 7; no, 18; Troy, yes, 4; no, 10; Binghamton, yes,
7; no, 9; Yonkers, yes, 8; no, 5; Niagara Falls, yes, 7; no, 6.
Total for the cities, yes, 1,070; no, 921 ; for the rural districts,
yes, 346; no, 658; for the state, yes, 1,416; no, 1,574.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬
sary suffering or death from enforcement of prohibition laws,
the replies were: yes, 665; no, 2,266.

On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
1,443 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 879 had
not found it advisable; 346 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 1,400 had not found it advisable; 675 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 1,228 had not found it
advisable.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were: yes, 1,367; no, 1,223.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
1,269 stated that they should be restricted, and 1,687 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 382 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit; 117 stated that the number
should be restricted to absolutely none; 171 considered from
1 to 50 prescriptions in three months sufficient; 544 considered
from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and 55 physicians considered 100
insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 1,241; no, 1,713.

COMMENTS
While my answers to the foregoing questions would apparently favor

prohibition from a medical standpoint, I wish to go on record as being
absolutely and eternally opposed to prohibition.—New York City.

There is no doubt in my mind but that alcohol has its place in the
practice of medicine. As licensed practitioners, why can we not be
allowed to prescribe it as often as we think necessary? Unfortunately,
the social uplifter and the men of new thought are being carried away
by certain ideas. It is up to us as medical men and the American Medical
Association as our spokesman to keep our feet on the ground and to use
our horse sense and not be persuaded by certain types of fanatics. If,
however, the American Medical Association does finally decide that liquor
should be prescribed with or without restrictions and can induce Congress
to see the point, I hope it will use its influence with the revenue depart-
mrnt of the federal government so that when a prescription is presented
to the druggist, the patient will be able to obtain the goods unadulterated
and at a fair price, whether it be whisky, beer or wine. At the present
time, under the present conditions, in the average drug store in a large
city it is absolutely impossible to get reliable goods.—New York City.

An interesting evidence of the diminishing use of alcohol in medicine
is to be seen in the records of the use of the drug at one of the largest
New York City private hospitals. I have been a member of the medical
bnard of that hospital for some twenty-five years, and in that period the
number of beds has doubled and the number of patients has increased
four times. In the same time the use of medicinal alcohol has fallen
from some 400 gallons per annum to about 18 gallons. Practically all of
the 2 pints of sherry now used in a month goes to flavoring of the fond
for the private patients; the same is true of the 1 pint of brandy. This
leaves a consumption of only 15 gallons of whisky a year among approxi¬
mately 7,500 patients. Most of the prescribing of whisky is done by the
older physicians of the staff. I may say that there has never been the
slightest restriction placed by the management of the hospital on the
quantity of whisky administered to the patients.—New York City.

The amount the physician has been allowed to prescribe (1 pint in ten
days) is absurdly small, so small in fact as to be useless for cases need¬
ing such medication ; and for this reason, principally, I have never

applied for a permit to prescribe. On the whole, I estimate that, in
spite of the bootlegger, the benefits of the decrease in the results of
alcoholism far outweigh the practical loss of alcohol as a therapeutic
agent.— Cortland County.

I fed that there is a legitimate field in medicine for these drugs, and I
have no patience with lay interference with our choice of drugs or their
method of administration.—Cooperstown.

Before prohibition became effective, I used and believe that toxic cases
of sepsis of any sort, especially diphtheria, were best treated by using
whisky as a stimulant. Since then I have handled a considerable num¬
ber of the above-mentioned cases, treated them without whisky, and
obtained just as good results.—Endicott.

An arbitrary limitation of 1 pint of whisky per person every ten days
is never enough for a severe case of pneumonia or influenza. Under
existing conditions, it is impossible to get sufficient alcohol (95 per cent,
pure or absolute) for technical purposes, especially in quantities needed
in institutions.—Harrison.

Alcohol is needed internally in those rare and extreme cases in which
the patient cannot take other food. Such cases are rare indeed, for in
most of extreme cases of weakness the patient can take to better
advantage a predigested liquid food, which, however, may have some
alcoholic content. The use of alcohol is still existent -today because, as

has so often been the case with many other forms of treatment, it is a
tradition, an unscientific, empiric condition.—Herkhner.

One pint in ten days is entirely inadequate in acute conditions, and
puts the physician in the predicament of having to deny his patient
a drug which he badly needs, or break or evade the law by seeing that
it is obtained in an illegal manner. If we are not to be allowed to use

judgment in the matter, it would be better to abolish the prescription
privilege entirely. Then our consciences would be clear, at least, no
matter what happened to the patient.—Onexda County.

The person submitting this statement does not prescribe alcohol, nor
has application ever been made for a permit. He is of the opinion that
alcohol is a therapeutic agent of great value, and resents the act lim¬
iting the amount and controlling the use of any drug, in the practice of
a registered physician. Attention is directed to the freedom whereby
any one may purchase tonics (Eskay's and the like) over the counter.—
Rockland County.

Almost every home I enter is well stocked with home brew, home¬
made wine or whisky which has been procured illegally unless the fam¬
ily was fortunate enough to have some that was left over from an old
stock. If the government can control the law'of fermentation, then it
will be able to enforce prohibition.—Buffalo.

I believe that prohibition laws such as govern the Province of British
Columbia would be of greater value than our present ones.—Buffalo.

No restrictions should be applied, and those who believe that certain
therapeutic aims are best attained by the use of alcoholic beverages
should be free to use them as they see fit. But the cases when these
purposes cannot be accomplished equally well, if not better by other
means, must be few indeed; and since some physicians have shown
themselves open to the temptation of gain from the prescription not
only of alcohol but also of other habit-forming drugs, I have answered
in favor of restrictions.—Rochester.

I would not maintain that I could not practice medicine without
alcohol, but that it is a convenient and safe remedy. Families can
safely have half a pint of whisky on hand to administer as needed to
relieve at once. Most of the whisky and gin that are prescribed by me
are used in that way.—Syracuse.

The prohibition measure has prompted the home manufacture of
vile and dangerous alcoholic products. A well-regulated depot or store,
under federal control, with a control system of distribution, would not
be unreasonable for a large, cosmopolitan population.—Jamaica.

I think the different liquors, wine and beers are subject to the
advantages and disadvantages of all remedies. They are of use if taken
in moderation and under proper conditions. There are not many reme¬
dies that we cannot dispense with if put to the pinch, but that does not
imply their uselessness. The opinions of many physicians against alco¬
hol are rather born of inheritance and fanatic teachings.—Brooklyn.

I shall refuse to place myself in the same class as liquor dealers and
have the internal revenue department hold a club over me, exercising
the same when they wish to come to my office and examine me and my
records as to whether or not I am obeying their instructions. Since I
cannot prescribe liquors the same as narcotics, I tell the patient to get the
liquor needed whichsoever way he can. And he gets it, too.—Brooklyn.

I believe that alcohol is a habit-forming poison. If the secret of mak¬
ing it could be lost, I believe that man would be the gainer, notwith¬
standing its value in the arts and commerce. I believe in the fullest
degree of social and personal liberty; but under the present economic
system, which is dominated by the profit-making motive, society cannot
be trusted with alcohol. Alcohol is not to be compromised with; half
prohibition and restrictions only invite fraud. If alcohol is socially dan¬
gerous, as I beleve it is, then its prohibition should be absolute and
unequivocal. When the present tottering society is supplanted by civili¬
zation, then all prohibition should be abolished.—New York City.

Let the A. M. A. take the position that the American doctor is above
whisky; that he is competent enough to prescribe it when the patient
needs it, and honest enough, too. How many doctors misused their
rights in the use of opium before the Harrison law? Comparatively
very few. How many doctors are writing 100 prescriptions in three
months? Not so many. Go after them. They will have a fine time
showing their fellow-medicos a definite need in each case. I am in the
business section and have innumerable requests for whisky. Could use
up the 100 in a week. Am I a doctor? Am I a bartender?—New York
City.

The restrictions should be along precisely similar lines to those now
prevailing under the Harrison Narcotic Law. No special prescriptionblanks should be required.—New York City.

My German and Swiss patients all make their own beer; and though
it is poor stuff, still they don't feel the privation that my Italian, Greek
and French patients do in the case of claret. I have quite an obstetric
practice and would like to prescribe beer for nursing mothers, but by
the Volstead act I cannot do it.—New York City.

I favor furnishing the above to the patient at the cost of production—
absolutely no profit to factory, dealer or physician. This would silencethe wretches who create a lot of hell by claiming the patient died
because of prohibition.—New York City.

I have written more prescriptions for'whisky since prohibition than
during my twenty years of practice. I have used two books of blanks
and I feel that not one of that number of patients was legitimatelyentitled or needed a prescription for whisky. I am sure they exag¬gerated their cases, and if their sufferings were as stated we have
other remedies which would have relieved. But such is the case in a
large general practice in a great city.—New York City.

I should advise Congress to read the Quebec, Canada, law and follow
same with government agents, not making physicians and druggists the
goat.—New York City.
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WISCONSIN
Questionnaires were sent to 1,194 physicians in Wisconsin,

and 707, or 59 per cent., were returned.
On the question "Is whisky a necessary therapeutic agent?"

the vote was: Milwaukee, yes, 72; no, 37; Racine, yes, 6;
no, 7. Total for the cities, yes, 78; no, 44; for the rural dis¬
tricts, yes, 264; no, 315; for the state, yes, 342; no, 359.

On the question "Is beer a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was: Milwaukee, yes, 46; no, 64; Racine, yes, 4;
no, 9. Total for the cities, yes, 50; no, 73; for the rural dis¬
tricts, yes, 138; no, 436; for the state, yes, 188; no, 509.

On the question "Is wine a necessary therapeutic agent?"
the vote was : Milwaukee, yes, 58 ; no, 52 ; Racine, yes, 5 ;
no, 8. Total for the cities, yes, 63 ; no, 60 ; for the rural
districts, yes, 158; no, 416; for the state, yes, 221; no, 476.

On the question whether physicians had witnessed unneces¬

sary suffering or death from enforcement of the prohibition
laws, the replies were: yes, 116; no, 567.

RESULTS IN WISCONSIN

WISCONSIN
Number of physicians.
Questionnaires sent.
Questionnaires returned.
Percentage of returns.

Genera] practitioners..

Surgeons.
Specialists.

Do you reg"ard whisky as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
ol medicine?
Yes.
Ko.

Do you regard beer as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.

Do you regard wine as a necessary therapeutic agent in the practice
of medicine?
Yes.
No.

Have instances occurred in your own -practice in which unnecessary suf¬
fering or death has resulted from che enforcement of prohibition laws;
Yes.
No.

How many times have you found it advisable to prescribe these liquors
in a month?

Whisky: Number of physicians stating times advisable.
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

Beer: Number of physicians stating times advisable.
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

Wine: Number of physicians stating times advisable.
Number of physicians stating no times advisable.

Do you hold a federal permit?
Yes.
No.

The present regulations limit the number of prescriptions to 100 in three
months. In your opinion, should there be any limit to the number
of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors a physician may write?

Yes (limit not specified).
Restricted absolutely.
1 to 50 prescriptions.
51 to 10Ó prescriptions.
More than 100 prescriptions.
Total.

No restriction.
In your opinion, should physicians be restricted in prescribing

whisky, beer and wine?
Yes.
No.

Milwaukee
654
222
il r.
52
83
IS
II

78
87

ili
«1

58
98

::i
7*

07
30
22
r.s
 IN

II
6
8

24
4

II
64

Racine
m
25
13
52
10

1
2

Total Cities
710
247
128
5S
93
18
](.

78
44

50
73

63
60

22
67
53
48

76
31

111
28

5
fil
(i.-.

52

Rural
2,040

947
57¡l

(¡1
500

32
47

"fil
315

1.18
186

158
116

SI
l'i

222
284

82
112
102
379
238
279

73
7fi
92

128
1«

371
187

Grand Total
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1,194
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166
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On the question as to the number of times physicians had
found it advisable to prescribe alcoholic liquors per month,
294 had found it advisable to prescribe whisky, and 319 had
not found it advisable ; 84 had found it advisable to prescribe
beer, and 479 had not found it advisable ; 155 had found it
advisable to prescribe wine, and 427 had not found it
advisable.

To the question "Do you hold a federal permit?" the replies
were: yes, 308; no, 310.

On the question as to whether physicians should be
restricted in the number of prescriptions for alcoholic liquors,
447 stated that they should be restricted, and 245 did not
believe such restrictions necessary; 85 physicians answered
yes, but did not specify a limit ; 84 stated that the number
should be limited to absolutely none; 102 considered from
1 to 50 prescriptions in three months sufficient ; 155 physicians
considered from 51 to 100 satisfactory, and 21 physicians
considered 100 insufficient.

On the question "Should physicians be restricted in pre¬
scribing alcoholic liquors?" the vote was: yes, 423; no, 255.

COMMENTS
I have had no patient ask for alcoholics that was in need of them

for therapeutic purposes, but I am aware of the fact that physicianswith a limited practice are writing at least 50 per cent, as many pre¬
scriptions for booze as they did for all prescriptions prior to the issuing
of permits. There is no physician who has any respect for his pro¬
fession or himself that cares to take the place of the former bartender
or saloonkeeper. I am heartily in favor of the government taking con¬
trol of all alcoholic liquors, and establishing stores of their own for
the control and distribution of alcoholics and taking them away from
the wholesale and retail druggists.—Appleton:

I cannot conceive of any physician requiring anything like the num¬
ber of prescriptions allowed him now, but I do not like governmentregulation of medical practice, and rebel against politics entering and
controlling scientific medicine. I'm "agin" the principle of it.

—Wauwatosa.
I fully realize that there must be restrictions. Compare our federal

narcotic laws. The restrictions are so few and sane that a physician
of standing need have no fear of ever breaking any of the regulations;
so far as his relation to his patient is concerned, he would not even have
to study them.—Racine.

I have been a general practitioner of medicine for forty-seven yearsand was taught to use alcoholics as a useful drug. I have used them in

all ways and I never have seen an intance in which I could truthfullysay that they were of any benefit beyond their narcotizing effect.— Wal-worth County.
Change any conflicting laws, and permit only the government to ownand dispense intoxicants in sealed packages for medicinal use.—SimPrairie.
In this vicinity the restriction of booze has worked fairly well amongthe poor, but among those who have a little to spend they use moreliquor than ever, i. e., "moonshine." We all know that an immensequantity is made and consumed and, I think, in time will tell a sadtale.—Shawo.no County.
Whisky as a household remedy has held its place with very beneficialresults. I have many women in my circle of clients who use a littlehot whisky at their periods with gratifying results. A hot whisky with

a hot foot bath when the provider has come home chilled has broken up
many a cold. But we must admit that the use of whisky has been abusedand that it is better to place it in the same category as narcotics.—
Milwaukee.

There should be no need for limitation or restriction of prescribingbeer, wine or whisky. The matter should be taken out of the control of
the medical profession entirely. I do not believe in the saloon in anyform, but I do believe that some better plan should be formulated thanis now being undertaken, Theoretically, we are operating under pro¬hibition regulation; practically, we are far from accomplishing anymarked results. I believe in regulation and not prohibition.—Milwaukee.
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